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Dear Sir 


Report on Industrial, Commercial 
and Institutional Sewage Charges 


As requested by Regional Council at the meeting held on January 
21, 1975 we enclose herewith our report on the effect of the 90% 

e plus on certain eat commercial and institu- 
tional water user 


You will note that we recommend no change to the sewer surcharge 
by-law at this time. 


Yours very truly 


The Proctor & Redfern Group 
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THE REGIONAL MUNICIPALITY OF HAMILTON-WENTWORTH 


REPORT ON 
INDUSTRIAL, COMMERCIAL 
AND INSTITUTIONAL SEWAGE CHARGES 


SUMMARY 


The present method of charging for sewage service by means of a 
90% surcharge on the water bill while not perfect is much more 
equitable than the former method using the assessment as the basis 
of the charge. The surcharge is easy to administer and is permitted 


under the amendments to the Hamilton-Wentworth Act. 


If a reduction in the surcharge was to be given to any section of 
industry it would have to be on the basis of measured sewage flows. 
This would be extremely difficult to administer and would be constantly 
changing. Any reduction in the sewage surcharge paid by certain 
industrial, commercial and institutional water users would have to 

be matched by an increase in the surcharge paid by the residential 
water consumers and the remainder of the industrial, commercial and 
institutional water users. This could mean increasing the sewage 


surcharge to at least 100% of the gross water bill. 


We recommend that no change be made to the existing surcharge by- 


law at this time. 
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REPORT ON 
INDUSTRIAL, COMMERCIAL 
AND INSTITUTIONAL SEWAGE CHARG ES 


CHAPTER] 


INTRODUCTION 


lade GENERA. 


The Regional Municipality of Hamilton-Wentworth was formed on 
January 1, 1974 and on that date the Regional Corporation took over 
responsibility for the water and sewage facilities in the Regional 
Area including the establishment of Charges for the use of these 


facilities. 


During 1974 the Regional Corporation had the authority, under Section 
77(6) of the original] Hamilton-Wentworth Act, to impose on and 
collect from any Area Municipality a sewage rate sufficient to pay 
the cost of the Regional] Sanitary sewage system in any Area 


Municipality. 


The City of Hamilton were assessed in 1974 a4 lump sum cost of 
approximately $5.97 million. This amount was equal to the cost of 


operating the sewage system in the City of Hamilton. The City of 
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Hamilton then raised this amount of $5.97 million from the taxpayers 
of the City of Hamilton under the general tax levy as in previous 
years. This amounted to approximately 9 mills to industrial and 


commercial tax payers in 1974, 


The Regional Municipalities Amendment Act, 1974 was passed by the 
Provincial Legislature on December 16th, 1974. This Act amended 
the original Hamilton-Wentworth Act, particularly Sections 76 and 77 


dealing with the water and sewage facilities, 


The amended Aci no longer permitted the Regional Corporation to 
charge back the sewage costs to an Area Municipality then allow 


that Area Municipality to raise the necessary monies as it wished. 


The amended Act permitted the Regional Corporation to finance the 


cost of the collection and disposal of sewage as follows: 


a). by imposing a surcharge on the water rate, which does not 
require the approval of the Municipal Board and which is 


collectable in the same manner as water rates: 


b). by establishing one or more urban service areas with the 
approval of the Municipal Board and imposing a rate or rates 


in such area or areas; or 


Page 3 


C). by any method or methods authorized by law or by any 


combination thereof. 


On January 21, 1975 the Regional Corporation approved the 
recommendations of Proctor & Redfern Limited with regard to the 
method of financing the sanitary sewage facilities in the Regional 
NEE and passed the necessary By-Laws covering the operation of 
the system and the imposition of the 90% surcharge on the water 
bills. In approving the recommendations and by-laws the Regional 
Corporation also, by an amendment, asked that a further study be 
done into the effect of the proposed surcharge on heavy water con- 
sumers in the Regional Area who may not be discharging all of the 


water back into the sanitary sewer system. 


The intent of this study is to review.in detail the effect of the sewer 


surcharge on major water uSers, particularly in the City of Hamilton. 
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1.2. RECOMMEN DATIONS AND BY-LAWS APPROVED BY REGIONAL COUNCIL 


ON JANUARY 21, 1975 


The following recommendations were approved: 


1). 


3). 


4). 


Payment due for work carried out under the provisions of the 
Local Improvement Act, Section 362 of the Municipal Act, 
and Provincial Schemes, in respect to the frontage and 


connection charges, should continue to be paid to the Region. 


New local sewers up to and including 18" diameter should be 
installed in existing developed areas on the basis of the Local 
Improvement Act or Section 362 of the Municipal Act. Any 
oversizing of these sewers should be paid out of the capital 


budget. 


The developers should continue to pay for and install new 
sewers in subdivisions in accordance with the current policies 


of the Region. 


A 90% surcharge on the gross water bill to cover the cost of 
the operation and maintenance of the sanitary sewage system 
and the capital cost and debt charges of sewage works other 


than local sewers up to and including 18" diameter. 
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The following by-laws were approved: 


iis 


b)s 


By-Law No.1-75To Regulate the Use of Public and Privaie 


By-Law No.2-75 


Sewers and Drains, the Installation and 
Connection of Building Sewers and Drains 
and the Discharge of Water and Wastes into 
the Sanitary Sewage Systems of the Regional 
Municipality of Hamilton-Wentworth. 


To Provide for Imposing on and Collecting 
fromthe Owners or Occupants of Lands 

Within the Regional Municipality of 
Hamilton-Wentworth a Surcharge on the 

Water Rate to Cover the Cost of the Establish- 
ment, Construction, Maintenance, Operation 
and the Financing of the Sanitary Sewage © 
System of The Regional Municipality of 
Hamilton-Wentworth. 
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leo.) FHILOSOPEY OF RECOMMENDATIONS 


The changes to the Hamilton-Wentworth Act which came into effect 


on January 1, 1975 no longer permitted a continuation of the former 


methods of charging for sewage facilities in the various Area 


Municipalities. It was, therefore, necessary for Regional Council 


to adopt a new system for the charging for these sewage facilities 


in accordance with the amendment to the Act. 


A surcharge on the water rate was recommended for the following 


reasons: 

i). It is permitted under the amendment to the Act. 

ii). It is easy to administer. 

iii). It is compatible with Section 30z-Of thesMunicipal Act. 

iv). It does not require the approval of the Ontario Municipal 
Board. 

ae The Region does not have to designate Urban Service Areas. 

vi). The financing of any major project is entirely within the 


control of the Regional Council. 
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vii). In the long run it will lead to a reduction in the volume of 
water used and in the sanitary flows that have to be treated. 
This could delay the need for the expansion of certain major 


water and sewage facilities. 


viii). It is user orientated. Only the people connected to the 
sanitary sewer system will pay for the system and these 
people will generally pay in proportion to the amount of 


water they use. 


ix). The former system of charging for sewage collection and 


disposal on the basis of assessment was not equitable. . 


Some industries with very low assessments were using large 
volumes of water and paying very little on an assessment 


basis for the collection and treatment of the waste water. 


Other industries with very high assessments were uSing very 
little water but were paying a high price for the collection 


and treatment of their waste water on an assessment basis. 


The proposed method of charging on the basis of a surcharge on the 
water bill, while not perfect, is far more equitable than a charge 


based on assessment. 


ote 
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Due to the four step sliding rate structure for water used by industrial, 
commercial and institutional consumers these consumers, particularly 
those using large volumes of water, are getting most of their water 

at a much cheaper rate, ie., they are paying $0.35 per thousand 
gallons compared with the $0.63 per thousand gallons paid by 


residential consumers. 


When sewage is paid for on the basis of a surcharge on the water 
bill then the consumer using large volumes of water also has the 


benefit of lower sewage charges per thousand gallons of water used. 


You will note that the sewer surcharge is based on the volume of 
water used. The volume of water used is the basis of the charge 
because it is not feasible in most cases to measure the volume of 
sewage discharged from each property and there is, in most cases, 
some basic relationship between the volume of water used and the 


volume of sewage discharged. 
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1.4. EFFECT OF SURCHARGE ON INSTITUTIONAL USERS: 


Prioi to the passing of By-Law Nou. 2-75 certain institutional Uscis 
including schools, churches and hospitals paid water rates but did 


not pay property taxes and, therefore, did not pay for sewer servicing. 


Under the new system these institutional users will pay for sewer 
Service on the same basis as other water users. The monies raised 


from these sources is estimated as follows: 


Schools Sls 7000. 
Churches 20000. 
Hospitals S02 000: 


TOTAL $267,000. 


Page 10 


CHAP PER 2 


Jet. GENERAL 


The present sewage surcharge is 90% of the gross water bill with a 


10% discount for prompt payment. 


The 90% figure used for the surcharge is related to the total monies 
required for the operation, maintenance, capital cost and debt 
service of the sewage works, ie., you need 90% of the total water 
revenue raised from those connected to the sewer system in order 
to pay for the sewer system. A number of water uSers are not 


connected to the sewer system and will not pay the 90% surcharge. 


The 90% figure has no relation to the proportion of the water 
consumption that any homeowner or industry may be putting back 


into the sanitary sewers. 


The effect of the proposed sewer surcharge iS most pronounced on 
the industrial, commercial and institutional water users in the City 
of Hamilton. These industrial and commercial water users formerly 
paid for the sewage facilities on an assessment basis which bore 


no relation to the amount of water used orto the amount of effluent 
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discharged into the sewage system. Many of the institutional 
water users did not pay municipal taxes and, therefore, did not 


pay for the cost of the sewers. 


The effect on the industrial and commercial users is both beneficial 


and detrimental. 


Commercial and industrial water users who have high assessments 
but who use very little water and hence make very little use of the 
Sanitary Sewer system will find the proposed surcharge beneficial as 


it will substantially reduce their payments for the sewage facilities. 


Commercial and industrial water users who use large quantities of 
water and have relatively low assessments will find the proposed 
surcharge significantly increases their payments for the sewage 


facilities. 


Provided all residential water users as well as all commercial, 
industrial and institutional users discharge all of the water used back 
into the sanitary sewer system then the proposed surcharge would 


be perfectly equitable if sewer charges are to be on a user basis. 


What in actual fact does happen is; 
i) The residential user waters the lawn, washes the car, etc., 


and this water does not go into the system. 
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ii). The commercial and industrial water user may not put 100% 
of his water consumption back into the sanitary sewers due 


to the following: 


a). Water which is used for cooling purposes or other 


similar purposes may be discharged to the storm sewers. 


be Some water may be shipped out of a plant as a finished 


product, ie., beer, soft drinks or ice. 


G)x Some water may be discharged to Hamilton Harbour or 


other similar outfall. 


Ce Some water may be discharged as steam or lost by 


evaporation. 


iii). Some users take water from a source other than a Regional 
watermain and See all or some of this water into the 
sanitary sewer system, eg. , Proctor & Gamble Limited take 
approximately 2 million gallons a day from Hamilton Harbour 


and put it into the sewer system. 


iv). There is a considerable infiltration into the sewer system 
which probably more than exceeds the flows that residential or 


industrial users are not putting into the system due to using 
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the water for other purposes. This infiltration must still be 
carried in the sanitary sewers and treated at the sewage 
treatment plant. These facilities must be designed for these 
additional infiltration flows with consequent increases in 


COSTS. 


In the City of Hamilton there is a considerable amount of 
water added to the system due to the storm sewers connected 
to the system. In times of heavy rain these storm Sewer 
connections can cause flooding of both sanitary sewers and 
combined sewers with consequent discharge of diluted raw 
sewage directly into Hamilton Harbour and other locations. 
Any reduction in flows in the sewer system either by elim- 
ination of the storm sewer connections or by reducing the 
volume of water discharged by industry will significantly 
reduce the discharge of diluted raw sewage directly into 
Hamilton Harbour and other locations during periods of heavy 


rain. 
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2.2. REQUEST FOR SUBMISSIONS FROM INDUSTRIAL AND COMMERCIAL 
WATER USERS 
In order to assess the full impact of the proposed surcharge on any 
industry it would be necessary to study in detail the water con- 
Sumption records, the assessment, the sewage flows and the 
general operation of the industry. As it was impossible to study 
every industry in detail an advertisement was placed in the Spectator 
requesting submissions from any industry which felt that there was 
a hardship to them due to the 90% surcharge on the waier bill. 
This advertisement was placed in the Spectator on two different dates 
at the end of January, 1975. The advertisement is included at the 


end of this report as Appendix 'A'. 


Submissions were received from the following companies and these 


submissions are enclosed at the end of this report as Appendix 'B'. 


Slater Steel Industries 

Otis Elevator Company Limited 
Dominion Foundries & Steel, Limited 
Morrison Ice 

A. Cope & Sons Limited 

Firestone Canada Limited 


Canron Limited 
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Delta Ready Mix Limited 

Cities Service Chemicals, Ltd. 
Hamilton Doublerink Arenas Limited 
The Steel Company of Canada 


Essex Packers Limited 


Needless to say the submissions received complained that the 


imposition of the 90% surcharge was a hardship. 


Some of the industries who have submitted briefs operate at more than 
one address and have only made the submission covering the address 
adversely affected by the surcharge, ie., they have complained of 
the imposition of the surcharge on their manufacturing plants, but 
have not acknowledged a reduction in charges on their office build- 


ings, warehouses or retail stores. 


Other industries who have submitted briefs complaining of the 
imposition of the surcharge are subsidiaries of or are closely assoc- 
iated with the companies who have benefited by the surcharge method 
of charging for sewage as opposed to charging on‘the basis of 


assessment. 


In addition to the industries listed above we have checked the effect 


of the surcharge on a number of the major water users and also on 


pin4 
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typical laundries and car washes. As was expected there is a 
significant increase in cost to these types of industry who are using 
large guantities of water in relation to their assessment. Details of 


typical charges are shown in Appendix 'C'. 


We have not shown details of the many small business establishments 
and warehouse type operations who use very little water and who 
benefit from a system of charging for sewage on the basis of a sur- 


charge on the water bill. 


Page 17 


CASPER 2 


POSSIBLE CHANGES TO THE SURCHARGF 


6.1. GEYERAL 


If Regional Council are to consider giving some relief from the sewer 
surcharge to certain water users then they should consider the 
equity of such relief and its financial impact on those who do not 


receive any relief. 


The following points should be taken into account in considering 


any change to the surcharge: 


i). It is unlikely that any water user discharges 100% of his 


initial water consumption to the sanitary sewers. 


ii). The average residential water user probably discharges to the 
Sanitary sewers about 50% of the total amount of water used 


per year. 


iii). The proportion of the metered water consumption discharged 
to the sanitary sewers by any industry is dependent ona 


large number of factors including: 


a). Type of industry 
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be, Efficiency of the industry, ie., is cooling water 


recirculated, etc., etc. 


e). Other available means of water supply, ie., Hamilton 


Harbour. 


d). Other locations to which water may be discharged, ie., 


Hamilton Harbour. 


Many of the industrial users who claim that they only put a 
small portion of their water consumption back into the sanitary 
sewers may be putting a greater load on the system than the 
residential users from the standpoint of biochemical oxygen 
demand (BOD) and suspended solids. The BOD and suspended 
solids as well as the volume have to be taken into account 


in the design of any treatment facility. 


The infiltration into any sewer system is usually assumed to 
be .0024 cubic feet per second/acre for design purposes, ie., 
the sanitary sewers and the treatment facilities are designed 
and sized on the basis of an infiltration of .0024 cfs/acre. 

In practice the infiltration is usually found to be higher or 
lower than this figure depending on the quality of construction 
of the sewer, the age of the sewer, the height of the water 


table, etc., etc. 
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Assuming a figure of .0024 cfs/acre the infiltration into the 
Hamilton system, excluding direct storm water flows is as 
follows: 


Approximate Serviced Area 
Infiltration 


20,000 acres 
.0024 cfis/Acre 
26 MGD. 


The average dry weather flow at the Woodward Avenue sewage 


treatment plant is 58 MGD. 


Therefore, the actual net sanitary sewage flow is as follows: 


Total Dry Weather Flow 58 MGD. 
Infiltration 26 MGD. 
Net Sanitary Sewage Flow 32 MGD. 


The net sanitary sewage flowis, therefore, only 55% of the 
total dry weather sewage flow at the treatment plant. The 


remaining 45% is infiltration into the system. 


The water consumption of the persons connected to the 
sanitary sewer system in the City of Hamilton is approximately 


58.5 MGD. 


Therefore, the net sanitary sewage flow of 32 MGD is only 
55% of the water consumption of 58.5 MGD. 
If the 2 MGD that Proctor & Gamble Limited are putting into the 


sanitary sewers from the bay is deducted from the net sanitary 


sewage flow then this percentage drops to 51%. 


V1 
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This means that of all the water taken from a Regional 
watermain by persons in the City of Hamilton who are also 


connected to the sanitary sewer system only 51% is discharged 


directly back into the sanitary sewer. 


The annual water consumption and sewage flow figures in the 


Regional area for 1973 were as follows: 


Gross Net * Sewage 
Water Water Flows 
(MG (MG MG) 
Dundes 454 386 629 
Ancaster 164 139 ~ 
Hamilton 25, 133 21.363 ai 192 
Stoney Creek 826 733 800 
Flamborough 58 49 38 
26, 635 22,670 22,659 


*Assumes 15% of water unaccounted for, ie., leakage, 
wastage, street cleaning, use of hydrants, etc. 
Assumes no reduction due tot e 
there are a significant number of persons connected to 
the waterworks system but not connected to the sanitary 
sewer system. This is particularly the case in Ancaster, 
Flamborough and Stoney Creek. 
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ix) 
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If any reduction in the surcharge is to be given on the basis 
of volume discharged to the sanitary sewers then consideration 
should also be given to additional charges when the BOD and 
suspended solids from any source is greater than the permitted 
loading or when the volume of sewage discharged is greater 


than the water consumption from a Regional watermain. 


If any reduction in the surcharge is given to any one section 
of the community then the costs to the rest of the community 
must increase by the same total amount if the overall budget 


is to stay the same. 


If a reduction in the surcharge is to be given it should be 
based on measured sewage flows which can be checked. The 
administration of a system of this kind could be very 


expensive. 


Approximately $3 million of the total $8.33 million projected 
sewage revenue (36%) is raised from thirteen industries in 


Hamilton on the basis of the present 90% sewer surcharge. 


Provincial reassessment will be completed within the Region 
in the next two years. At that time assessment will be based 
on market value. This would involve substantial changes to 


any sewage charge based on assessment. 
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(cont'd.) 

Any improvements by any industry will increase their assess- 
ment which under the former system of charging would increase 
the amount paid for sewage services. Under the present system 
of a sewage surcharge on the water bill the costs will only 


increase if the water consumption is increased. 


Water and sewage costs to industrial and commercial users are 
tax deductible. Water and sewage costs to residential users 


must be paid with after tax dollars and are not tax deductible. 


The annual revenue from institutional water users including 
schools, churches and hospitals was taken into account when 


the 90% surcharge was established. 


The phasing in of uniform water rates in Ancaster and Dundas 
over 2-1/2 years instead of 5 years as originally planned will 
mean a loss of projected revenue from these communities in 


VOTO ddlg oy ONO: 1S 


While the loss of revenue is not significant it would have to 
be taken into account if any change in the 90% surcharge is 


considered. 
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3.2. ALTERNATIVES 
The alternatives that could be considered by Council are as fulluws: 


Alternate 1 Retain the existing 90% surcharge on the water bills of 


all users connected to the sewer system. 


The effect of this proposal is to maintain the increased 
costs to the heavy water users. These heavy industrial 
water users can decrease their costs by reducing their 
water consumption from the Regional system either by 
taking additional raw water from the Bay or by a more 
efficient use of the water they take from the Regional 
system. This could include recycling of cooling and 
other water, etc. A reduction in the use of water by 
the heavy water users may Significantly reduce the 
capital expenditures needed for new water and sewage 
works or at least postpone the need for some of these 


new works. 


This proposal also means that institutional users includ- 
ing schools, churches and hospitals would pay their 
share of the costs of the sewers and sewage treatment 


the same as other water users. 
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Alternate 2 
a). Calculate the sewage surcharge on all residential 
water bills using the gross water consumption as at 


Dresent. 


bk Calculate the sewage surcharge on all industrial, 
commercial and institutional water bills on the lesser 
Gr: 


ie the gross metered water consumption, or 


ii). 50% of the gross metered water consumption 
plus the measured flow to the sanitary sewer 


or combined sewer over the same time period. 


What effect would the adoption of Alternate 2 have on the sewer 


surcharge ? 


First it is necessary to make certain reasonable, but arbitrary 


assumptions. These could be as follows: 


i). There would be no reduction in the residential water bills 


to which the sewage surcharge would be applied. 


ii). Commercial, Institutional and Industrial water users would 
be permitted a reduction in the volume of water on which 


they would pay the surcharge. This reduction would only 


7. 
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apply to commercial, institutional and industrial water 
users who can prove by means of measured sewage flows 
that they put less than 50% of their gross metered water 


consumption back into the sewer. 


The surcharge on all water bills would of course be greater 
than the present 90% surcharge in order to offset the relief 
given to some industrial, commercial and institutional water 


USeCrS. 


Due to the lack of statistical information it is impossible to 
predict accurately what effect the adoption of these proposals 
might have on the size of the surcharge. It would certainly 
be higher than the present figure of 90% and should probably 


be at least 100%. 


Assuming that Dofasco only discharge 25% of their gross water 

consumption back into the sanitary sewer system (See Appendix 
'B') then Dofasco would pay 75% of their existing surcharge of 

approximately $1.3 million. This means an annual reduction 


of $325,000. in the sewage surcharge for Dofasco. 


When Dofasco complete their present plan for changes to their 
plant in about two years they claim that they will only put 11.9% 


of their metered water consumption back into the sanitary sewers. 
p MY 


- ¥, 
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This means that they would be charged 61.9% of their present 
surcharge of approximate ly $1.3 million. This means an 
annual reduction of approximately $495,000. in the surcharge 


from this one indusiry. 


lf there is a Similar reduction of 25% in the surcharge on some 
of the other industries in the Regional Area then we would 
estimate the loss of revenue to be approximately $1.2 million 

in two years' time. This would mean an increase in the present 
90% surcharge to at least 100%. This increased surcharge 
would apply to the residential users as well as to the industrial, 


commerci:1 and institutional water users. 


The alternative is to maintain the existing 90% surcharge and 
risk a deficit on the sewer budget. The surcharge could then 
be increased when more detailed statistical information is 
available. When this detailed information is available it is 
possible that the surcharge could be significantly greater than 


the predicted 100% surcharge if Council consider this alternate. 
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Alternate 3. Base the sewage surcharge on the proportion of the gross 
water consumption that is actually discharged to the 


Sanitary sewers. 


It is completely impractical to measure residential 
sewage flows and it is also impractical to measure the 
large majority of commercial, institutional and industrial 


sewage flows. 


It would be practical, at a cost, to measure the flows 


coming from a limited number of major water users. 


In view of the above it would be necessary to make many 
arbitrary decisions as to what proportion of their con- 
sumption any residential, commercial, institutional or 
industrial water user was putting back into the sanitary 
sewers. This proportion would also be continually 
varying as people changed their life style, ie., added 
swimming pools, and industries changed their methods of 


operation or increased or decreased their production. 


It would also result in a considerably higher surcharge 
than the present 90% although it would be based ona 


smaller quantity. If the.average proportion of the water 
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consumption discharged back into the sewers was 50% 
then the sewage surcharge would have to be approximately 


double, ie., 180% to raise the same amount of monies. 


This alternative is obviously completely impractical and 


would be extremely difficult to administer. 
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3.3. RECOMMENDATION 


We recommend that no change be made to the existing surcharge by- 


law at this time. 


This recommendation is made for the following reasons: 


an 


it}e 


114): 


eye 


The surcharge is permitted under the legislation. 


The present system of a surcharge on all water bills is much 


more equitable than the former system based on assessment. 


Any change in the system to permit a reduction in costs to 
certain industries would be extremely difficult to administer 


and would also increase the costs to the other users. 


In the long run it will be an incentive to industry to reduce 
the volume of water used in their operations and also reduce 
the volume discharged to the sewers. This could delay the 
need for the expansion of certain major water and sewage 


facilities. 


The uniform surcharge is easy to administer. 
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APPENDS A! 


THE REGIONAL MUNICIPALITY OF HAMILTON-WENTWORTH 


Ne Ook a 45 


TO 


INDUSTRIAL AND COMMERCIAL WATER USERS 


The Regional Council have now passed a By-Law whereby sanitary 
sewage costs will be raised by means of a 90% surcharge on the gross 
water bills. Sanitary sewage charges will, therefore, be on a user 


basis similar to the charge for water. 


In view of possible hardship to certain industries which may be using 
substantial quantities of water and only discharging a small amount of 
this water back into the Regional sanitary sewer system the Regional 
Council are prepared to receive submissions from any industry out- 


lining the effect of the proposed surcharge on their operation. 


Detailed submissions should be forwarded to Mr. W. A. Wheten, P. Eng., 
Commissioner of Engineering, Regional Municipality of Hamilton~Wentworth 
P, ©. Box 1058, Hamilton, Ontario, L8N 3R4, not later thafi February 21, 
Nec ae 


Mrs. A. H. Jones 
Regional Chairman 


ae 


vi) [gag 


=e 
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Sialer Stoel Industries Anarene 


Fegruary sol, 2o75 


Regional Municipality of Hamilton Wentworth 
Po Ol box 1050 

Hamiiton, Ontario 

L8N 3R4 


ATUNG VMs dak. G. Geach 
Dear Sir 
Ref.: Your File #E307-02 


In reply to your letter of February 14, 1975, 
We Wien bO BUvise you that Our study is underway, and 
Sie ialiy We Pind rhe Poliowl ne: 


5) Basea on investigation by our starr and Baltimore 
Air Corl, Water Tower Manulacturers, we have determined 
water lossés of 245,000 imperial gallons per day over 
Our Water Tower and concast spray systems due to 
evaporation and steam. 
Was waver 25 torealiy Lost and not revurned To the 
Ssewace system. We therefore request relief for this 
quantity when any surcharges are being computed. 


Im Uhe Imterin our study continues. “and we 
Snoil advise you of any ocvher Tindinegs. : 


Your reply, and acknowledgement of this letter 
would be appreciated. 


Yours Very truly 


SLATER STEED INDUSTRIES LIMITED 


Ch tt - 
az , : 7 Rani 


 “GeWs GLety 
Manager - Purchasing 


GWF/jc 
oc D. Rieay 
Je Mates. 
Jd. Fogarty 
R. Haine 
681 King Street West, P.O. Box 271, oe Canada L8N 3E7 
Hamilton: (416) 528-8888, Toronio (416)924-4486, Telex. 021-8342 


amor SUT 
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| a oe 


es ee eC ee VLE AINE LIMITED: : 


P. O. Box 650, | FES : 
Hamilton, Ontario... | 
L8N 3M1 Ely § 3 
February 6, 


Regional Municipality of Hamilton-Wentworth, 
Po - 03, Box 2058, Hamilton, Ontars.c. 
L8N 3R4 


Attention: Mr. W. A. Wheten - Commissioner of Engineering. 


Sub jecc: SANITARY SEWAGE CHARGES 


Dear Sir:- 


We refer to the By-Law recently passed whereby sanitary 
sewage costs will be based on the gross water bills of 
industrial users. 


in £his sespect we wish to claim reliel for the average 
volume of water which we use as make-up for our. boilers and 


which does not go into the sewers, being solely steam Losses, 


Our average make-up water for the last three (3) years is 
3,600,000 gallons and we would request this volume be taken 
into account when setting our rate for sewage. This figure 
15& 2 metered amount and can be verified from our boiler room 


records. 


Our total water consumption last year was 26,500,000 
gallons of which approximately 3,600,000 gallons did not go 
to the sewers. 


We would appreciate your giving consideration to a 
removal of sewage surcharge rates based on 13%% of our total 
water consumption or alternatively on 3,600,000 gallons of 
water. 


We look forward to hearing from you. 


OTIS ELEVATOR COMPANY LTD, 


pe y 
baflo, | 


Biot. a Ly 
DCH zha Works Engineer. 


(exele Re CC, Anderson 


ae ery, 
oN noe " o 


tN) | 


iy eee VORA Yiy~ 
La | 


vy: 


Les >t A 


ae og AP 
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Toe Ovi GOIN 2 CD UN do era, IN ID ee eo, Io vee 


P.O. BOX 460 


HAMILTON, ONTARIO (fio ese 


| ye 
iBonw S55 LAE NOE 


February 7, 1979 


Mr. Wea. Wheten 

Commissioner of Engineering 

Regional Municipality of Hamilton-Wentworth 
P.O, Box 1096 

Hamilton, Ontario 

L8N 3R4 


City Water Discharge into City of Hamilton Sanitary 
and Combined Sewers by Dominion Foundries and Steel Ltd. 


Dear cuir 


Attached for your reference is a copy of a report dated Felruary 4, 
1975, prepared to show the water discharged into sanitary or 
combined storm and sanitary sewers by Dofasco, in the amount of 
1,672, 444 gallons per day. This is 11. 9% of the average daily 
purchase for December, 1974, and it is recommended that this 
figure be used to establish the sewer impost tax levied against 
Dofasco. 


The use of the total city water consumed by Dofasco as the basis for 
the sewer impost tax would not be equitable because the bulk of this 
water is used for process, and is then filtered and processed directly 
into the Bay either from Dofasco sewers or City storm sewers. 


We are making provision to reduce the use of city water by increased 
use of bay water in new installations, and by a changeover to the 
filtered water discharged from our environmental control facilities 
on existing operations. 


Please advise if you wish further information on the subject study. 
Yours truly 
te en ee 
D.H. Samson 


Vice President 
DHS: mw Engineering 


Att. 


- a 
asene ea oe 
ave 
a + inal 
' 
- oF 
. a 


en J 


en. ooONEA 
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Poepruary 25 1975 


Cis Herat volcan kak TNO: 


CLO ee POs Sait TAY te COMBINED SEWERS BY 


DOMINION FOUNDRIGS & STEEL, LIMITED 


Purpose . 


To determine the amount of City water which discharges tc a 
Sanitary or combined sewer throughout Dofasco properties, for 
the purpose of determining new City of Hamilton sewer impost 
tax. 


Conclusions 
Using December 1974 City water meter reading (copy attached) 


it was determined that Dofasco is discharging to sanitary or 
combined sewers a total of: 


On direct meter readings 1020. 01S s1'GPpM 
On service room allowance - 7,270 people 
working 71.4% of fime = 5191 @421 GPpD = 218022 GPD 


OR 151.404 GPM 


TOTAL to Sanitary Sewers = DbOl.419 GPM 
CR 1,672,444 GPD 
Oa 309% of Dece “74 Avg. Darly Purchase 


For a period of approximately two years, an additional discharge 
Of approximately 1240 IGPM will go into the Ottawa Street 
combined sewer from the Cold Mill Waste Water Treatment Plant. 
This ss all -=partial Lreaced. purchased City water. After approx- 
imately two years, this amount, due to further treatment, will 
go into the storm sewer. Attached are copies Of applications 
and permits for this efi luent discharge: 


With above effluent added, we have 2401.419 GPM OR 3,456,043.3 GPD 
OR 24.621% of December '74 average Daily Purchase. 


Racommendations: 


1. It is strongly recommended that all departments be instructed 
to replace City water with Bay water wherever possible, 
regardless of the argument that maintenance is lower on 
City water than Bay water. 


Jeontd. 
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2. All future installations be designed to make ultimate 
Use Of Bay water. 


3. All City water main feeds to new and old installations 
-be metered (displacement type). 


Assumptions; 


1. In the Steel Casting Division we assumed that 20% of water 
from meter #1 and 2 would end up in Depew Street combined 
sewer; the remainder being pumped to #2 Tower Anneal for 
reuse. From #2 Tower Anneal the water is then pumped to 
the 42 i Boe Mit Descaling Pit. ft then 26 discharged 
to the Ottawa Street storm sewer. 


2. On #4-56" Mill we assumed 190 GPM comparing this mill to 
the 42" Temper Mill. . 


3. We assumed 500 GPM on #3 E Line although the metered figures 
for December 1974 and January 1975 show 463 and 438 GPM 
respectively. The City water temperature in December and 
January being lower than summer months, thus less water 
required. 


4. In the Sheet Mill and Galvanizing Area we assume there is 
no process water going to sanitary sewers so we are using 
a service room allowance of 42 GPD per employee. 


5. Coke & Iron and Bay Steelmaking service room allowance made 
same as item #4. 


6. CIL property - we assumed approximately 30 persons with 
Service Room allowance of 42 GPD. 


Ty ELE wearer soln, TOaNeose NO. SccoOuUnEed fOr, 


Ba Special Greeis = this property all on septic systems so 
we are taking the number of employees (508) and subtracting 
this from total of employees in computing the service room 
allowance. 


9. Service Room Allowance - CC Parker & Associates use a 
fuguire OF SO User or 41.2660 perp (say 42 1GPD). 


#10 moter GO pattern storage and #2 gate Service building 
shows 40,000 IGPD tor 1600 people, but only 75% of these 
people work per day so we get 29.63 IGPD/person. This 
Tete ws E2737 erp to he used 2m tollets,; eto, sthroughour 
the division. 


J/contd. 


Dera i Lor ional (Sinica 


The following shows the City Water Meter 4s and the volumes 
into the area shown and tha amount of water discharged into 
sanitary or combine sewers. 


NETER #1 & 2 Flow 798.61 GPM 


_ 
STR, CASTING Dry. (FOUNDRY) | 


ae 


20% to sewers 


80% is reclaimed. Reclaim pump capacity 833 GPM 


METER #3-4-5-6-7-8-9 Flow 4414 GPM 


—— MAIN PLANT COLD MILE & HOT-MILI, 


rr 9 i ne 


190 GPM 500 GPM 


4-56" Cold Mill | oo 2 ane Remainder to 
io Sicha Saweis 


100% to sewers < 


METER #10 Flow 27 GPM 


Y 


FOUNDRY PATTERN STORAGE BLDG. 
& #2 GATE SERVICE ROOM 


Vv 
100%. £6 sewer 


METER #11 Flow 15.27 GPM 


[ WorKS OFFICE 


Vd 


TOO. to sewer 


/conta. 


METER 4:12 


Pan 


EEE Ret ee 


j ig HALL | 


oe 


LOSS 6 sewer 


Flow 0.69 GPM 


METER #13 


Flow 0.0 
BEACH ROAD: MAWIN 
0% 
METER #14 Flow 5.55 GPM 


[ onpiNG LeU ee ees BLDG. | 


100% to Sewer 


METER #15-16-17-18 Flow 1670.14 GPM 


| SHEET MILL & GALV. prv. | 


0% 


METER #19 


¥ 
| MAIN OFFICE | 


100% to sewer 


Flow 15.97 GPM 


METER #20 & 21 Flow. 1171.53 GpM 


C&L = BAY STEBLMAKING | 


ie: Oot ae oa ae ne 


0% 


jeontd. 


MIS Sa 


Cre Er 


Service room allowance for 30 people. Note: 


Flow 15.97 GPM 


high flow 


Louse oO. fire dine breakages when clearing site. 


METER #24-25 


100% to sewer 


METER _ #26 


R&D BUILDING 


MO Gen Ores eels 


METER #27-28 


Flow 2.08 GPM 


Flow vil 8 Grim 


Flow 1445.14 GPM 


341.67 GPM PEO. 39 GPM 


y 
| SPECIALTY STEELS | 


0% EO sewer 


METER #29 


CENTRAL SHIPPING 


poree 


100% 26 sewer 
METER ieee ot 


E EN ae ea 


OO a sewer 


2.08 GPM 


HECKE®T | 


Flow 3.47 GPM 


Flow 77.77 GPM 


PLOWS. TO SEWERS 


Sc tol Casting Div, 20% of 700.61 G.PeM. = Ly oe 
ee Oe Me 130,00 
ee ie se SOO S00 
Pattern Storage & Service Bldg. 27 0 
Works Office ies ree 
Fire Hall ; B69 
Bond Line S Utilities Bldg. ; SS 
Main Office , Psog 
C.I.L. (Service Room Allowance 30 People) O287 
Der.) hessel Centre 2.08 
Ree D Buildrne 1S Sry S40) 
Central Shipping Ro re a 


Kenilworth Plant LH 8h 


1 OG 219: Gap mM. 


SERVICE ROOM ALLOWANCE 


Staff Payroll (all separately metered) 854 

Plant (Payroll L See 
Plant Payroll minus the people working in other metered areas. 
Works Office 10 
Bonding Line & Utilities Te 
Cole, 30 
Special-Steels 508 
Central Shipping 93 
Kenilworth Plant 429 
Fire Hall 20 
hori @lact Fee. (112 at 7 je =] sO) 80 


1,242 People 
She as = 270 weep 
Personne! work Sout of 7 days or 71.54% of time 
Pi vee oe 7 77 = SIO) People 
Service Poom Allowance = S19) «42° 6.P.D. = 216) 22°C PD. 


Compiled By: E. Morganti 
ie Verlaan 
Rod. Kailoch 
hoe Dep es 


RJK:nb 


- 


— 


T is i “I 2 orp (gr Gi 
ie 5 / ») ania Heike ales 5, 
4-798 A REV. 9/72 - : | SANT Hiea ie eeoe EEE lo 24 ee rs ee 


" z 
my 


= a es SS eee AC 
DELIVERY POINTS APPARENT CONSUMPTION Lasr Ma. Ave. MG.P.C 
AVGE/DAY M. GALS. GROUPING FOR COST 


2413 Groups 
Ci), aioe OLE ©, 


DEPT. ALLOCATION 


S77 S 
Wolo XVill 


M.GALS 


“OF&aS} CITY PAETER] . eens 
tO2 FACCTIZNO! SIZE | eh 3 4 IPTION 

mr | 3-4sag0 | 6” [ DEPEW ST. 7 
3-45455 a” | DEPEWST. #2 eae 


2 
“3 | 3-45420 [6 [#3 BEACH RD. i ae ii 
gm 4 | 3-asaro [a [2 BEACH RD. 325 ii 
5 | 3-45330 | 8* | #1 BEACH RD. Boy. a 7 
“0.6 O | 6 | A2OTTAWA ST. o GN de 
7 | 3-45360 | a | #3 OTTAWA ST. (63 2 fe20e Me 
e [| 3-45385 | 10 [44 OTTAWA ST. _ re " 
—9 | 3-45386 | 10" [és OTTAWA ST. _ . ate " 
10 | 3-45430 |. 4” [Parrett STORAGE & SERVICE ROOK: “1 Yi V 
MT | s-asaso | ar nS MODERICES ¢ ace ak oe = W > 4 
< 1 Ca ea a Soe ee 
3 2" | BEACH RD. LAWN ry 2 
sorta | 3-45470 | 6 | AsBesTOsCcoAT re } 
‘15 | 3-45350 | 6" [SHEET MILL DIVISION A) “YES 7 
16 | 3-45355 | 8” SHEET MILL DIVISION #2 Duos 13.26 3 


7 3-—45340 4" | SHEET MiLL DIVISION #3 


a __ Se ee 
ie 345345 | 6° [SHEET MILL DIVISION #4 wy 
Rayo.) 3-45320 BURLINGTON ST. MAIN OFFICE B) 


W 


20 | 3-45500 


MAIN BAYFRONT #1 HES 


‘ 2) see wha MAIN eos #2 s WEE Bs na 
5 EEE ra i: 3 Maret 


mer 24 3-45486 
25 3~45485 
28 7~45481 


PLIES BIE Sirol a ests et Cn Glest UT Reh Saar 
Ree Noo Lae EN RE HZ 


AO RESP ARC Hep sOs irc 


XVI 


27 | 3-45315 | 107 | SPECIALIY STEELS #1 TE 3 
2a_| 3~45316 fio" [SPECIALTY STEELS #2 art = 
“erg | 3-45317 | 8° | CENTRAL SHIPPING & STORAGE XIX aa 
30 | 3 
3) . x 
be? | 3-45200 B.M.C, #1 BOILER ROOM XVII 3 
33. | 3-46210 | 2° |B.M.C. #2 DOMESTIC 123" 2 
antes a” | B.M.C, #3 FIRE HYDRANT ak " 3 
3-45318 | 1? | STRATHEARNE AVE.(Nor READ) _ ae ee . — 


Peme! 
ea 


al OTAL DELIVERIES See a = a / o5 
- READING DATES 7 AM. | 
a LESS SALESTONSC (Pion OG 2 Olee Bf a cea ee 
UY Y Y es (4 as 1 4/I 
OO rae eee Ty Ho TRO 
TOTAL DF&S PLANT cot ISUMP TION. ALOLY | iS - 


= si EST. PURCH COST/M. GAL. S O66 Pre” Y see bot ae : 
URRENT COST TOUSERS .M.GAL.°°* Obie Z9°) tees ey a Save avi ere wate & 
br. meters rear: Noy. 26 —‘Oecc. 3 ne Yigg: i S55 “CONSUMPTION DAY" PERIOD 
Beier ae: see) Seal ens bo Pee ee ae = PLS tgs eB ee ee Oh 
a PIN ye Op eis yoke ae ei teat . rs ie oa panies ara ae i 


4s 3 a wero 50+ O44 BO S ps: eM Dt + 2 SO 4)] = pe ce en Pa Int 


Tayo 1424 


PAORRISON ICE cecal 
) 115 BRISTOL ST. | 


HAMILTON, ONTARIO ae Raut: 


tA =o 5 


February, [9th [975 


Sisters i , 5 - 
et ae 
an alae } 
\an | at hes 
fir. W.A. Wheten, P. Eng. nr eee 
Commissioner of Engineering, 
Regional Munictpality of 
Hamilton Wentworth, 
/P.0s Box 1058) 
Hamilton, Ontario 
Re: By-Law of January 2Ist 1975, 
Regulating the Use of Public and 
Private Sewers and Drains _ 
Dear Serf 
With regard to the above mentioned by-law, | am writing 


to advise you that this by-law will constitute an undue 
hardship upon my company. 


Our product, ice, is comprised totally of water which 
has been frozen by refrigeration. Ninety-eight (93%) 
percent of the metered water that we use goes directly 
into the manufacturing of this consumer product. The 
other two (2%) percent being used for necessary internal 
sanitation to comply with health regulations. 


| am sure that you can readily see that this new by-law 
would indeed cause an undue hardship to a water consumer 
such as myself. 


| therefore respectfully submit that my company be given 
special and fair consideration regarding this new by-law. 


Yours truly, 


a) : Sie 
LG ee “y ep etd 


Pes meee CPi * Ces hen Lao 


:pr W.T. Morrison 
Fresicend 


c.c,. irs. A. Jones 

GG. TAG, PeOe Valeriano 

enc!. Copy letter Mrs, Jones (February 10th 1975) 
encl. Copy of notice Spectator (February Gth !975) 


PN 
"Seg i a fils pa 


a 


in nid 


LiXe [OE RoR aes cai << << 


South Central South Western 

A. Cope & Sons Limited Cope (Sarnia) Limited 
19 Albert Street 275 Carnpbell Street 
Hamilton, Ontario L8M 2Y1 Sarnia, Ontario N7T 7J7 
(416) 544-2857 ; (519) 344-5221 
Hamilton 

February.) bos to 5 ry 


eerie ne 
ar di ee ee 


Mra We A. Whetén, P. Eng. 

Commissioner of Engineering 

The Regional Municipality of Hamilton-Wentworth 
P20; -Box 1058 

Hamilton, Ontario 

L8N 3R4 


Re: Surcharge on Gross Water Biils for 
Sanitary Sewage Costs os 


Déar Sir: 


At Present we own property at 2291 Upper Ottawa Street. This 
location provides a source of water for other facilities 

within the Region, as well as a source of water to be used as 

a means of dust control on City streets during construction. 
Since almost none of the water used at this location is processed 
directly back into the sanitary sewage system of the Region, 

but is consumed in the manufacturing processes of both ready 

mix and concrete sewer pipe, as well as used for dust control 
purposes at the Saltileet Quarry and road construction activities, 
we would request that the Region not impose the surcharge on 
water used at this location. 


If there are any further questions with regard to this matter, 
please do not hesitate to call. 


VOUurs. CeUly; 


: ee 
pn 
aos 


a) > 


3 SS 
Pa J. MeWhinuie, 
General Manager 


PJMcW:dr 


Par ay 
te he 


eee wuu 4 
ha . 


a 
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“forestgne & 


> 


—. 


February 24, 27s 


Mr. W. A. Wheten, P. Eng. 

Commissioner of Engineering 

Regional Municipality of Hamilton-Wentworth 
PO, oe. 1 UsG 

Hamilton, Ontario 

L8N 3R4 


Dear Sir: 


With regard to the above noted subject we have reviewed 
Firestone's consumption of city water and data concerning use of Sanitary 
sewers, 


Our Power House engineering staff have advised that we 
use between 3 to 5 million gallons of city water per month. The fluctuation 
of course is dependant upon production, and also the season. The 
engineering staff have advised that of the water purchased we lose 3% in 
evaporation and 20% in boiler make up water. The combined loss of 23% 
would suggest in our case a surcharge of 77% rather than 90%. 


I am advised that we have accurate records to substantiate 
these figures which are available at any time. We would appreciate an 
opportunity to have our Engineering staff discuss this matter with you or 
members of your staff. 


Yours very truly, 


VA | 
ae WA tf ee 


HRH:dt H.R. fa ae 
Assistant Treasurer 


FIRESTONE CANADA LTD. + LTEE + 1579 BURLINGTON STREET EAST * HAMILTON, ONTARIO « L8 


aie’ mrs 


\ = AINTR ON NES aversa= 
| Ss alia 
FOUNDRY DIVISION — p.0. BOX 218, BURLINGTON ST. £, HAMILTON, ONT. TEL: 547.5210 terter no, KS) ~ 
| ee een 
April 15th, 1975 eae be fe 

NUVI, 


| ENV. SER el fhe 
ENG.SeH = | 

Poe [ik 
jhe Redional Municipality of | Ti [EG Soe TRICE 


Hamilton ~- Wentworth pe Se ire ais 
One tee, O11. “Che Chas tmat vie (he ie ne a 


25 Main Street West 


Suite 802 | / 
Hamioston, Ontario es 
L8P 1H1 i al 
PeCentIon. Noe. fs. Jones l/ aaa 
Dear Mrs. Janes: a oo 

) 4 ee — 
Subject: Water Billing Rates : “phat a 

/ Ce 


in reference to our telephone conversation of April LS, 
1975, we wish to confirm that the form letter of Perma POEs 
197> regarding “water rates related to Sanitary sewer system” 
Was receiyoc at our Burlington Street Plant on Aor, ei, Loe 
and post marked April 8th, 1975. 


We are requesting, with this letter, a review of the water 
billing related to sanitary sewer systems and the recently 
applied surcharge. Water consumption and disposal at this 
location are limited to two main areas--— 


1) Sanitary water system including personnel require=- 
Ments and Clarizier tank = This 26 dumped into the 
Sanitary sewer, approximately 18,000 gals/day. 


2) Cupola cooling water. This is dumped into the storm 
sewer system, and water evaporated in contact with 
hot materials. 


the current water billing for the period December 31st, 
te iato Maren 27th, Lo7S as for @ total volume of 43,493,000 
gals. or SiJ7 773 cals/day; 


Previous measurements of water usage at the Cupola have 


ing@icated a daily average of 445,000 gals. per day. “Additicnal 
City water Ls evaperated im contact with hot materiats. 


asa ue as ere 


ie O(n 


pay o ead 
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‘ 0% 
> 
re 
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CGANRON 
oe 
From the above, it appears that approximately 97% of the 


water consumed does not enter the Sanitary sewer system. 


A review of this situation by your office would be 
appreciated. 


YOUrsS truly, 
f 


fi / 

/ ae fr fc 
de Co Hungate, Ps ROTIET:« 
Chief Engineér 


/93 
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| AAV SST 


DELTA 


DEA rT) bs 9 MIX : Telephone (41 6) 547-1237 


7 vimits 7: 
Zits ON 1875 BARTON STREET EAST, HAMILTON 31, ONTARIO 


May 1, 1975 


The Regional Municipality of Hamilton - 
Wentworth 

Office of the Chairman 

25 Main Street, West 

Suite 802 

Hamilton, Ontario 

LSP 1H 


Dear Mrs. Jones: 


As the lessee of some property owned by S. McNally & Sons Limited 
located at 1875 Barton Street, East, we have just received our first 
water bill levying the 90% user surcharge. 


We feel that we have a legitimate objection to the application of 

the surcharge tied to our water consumption. In the majority of 
situations the principle behind the surcharge application has merit 

but there are circumstances where water consumption is not directly re- 
latable to sewer use and ours js one. 


Our company is solely involved in the manufacture or processing of 
material - one of which is water - into Ready Mix Concrete. This 
product is one which considers as a raw ingredient water. There 

46 no run off or after use returned to the sewer system in this process 
jin that a large part of the water content of concrete evaporates into 
the atmosphere in the curing process while the balance remains as 

part of the product. Hence a large percentage of our water consumption 
as related directly to the manufacturing process. 


The small percentage of water consumption not used in this process 
is admittedly introduced into the sewer system, but only a very small 
percentage. 


In view of this we would appreciate a review of 90% surcharge as it 
refers to our manufacturing operations so that we may be accorded 
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nsidered an inflationary affect on 


eliof from what certainly must be co 
to consumer retail price. 


RSA 
our product cost and hence the ultima 


Yours truly, 
DELTA READY MIX LIMITED 
LT ) if 
fv / ee 
c Vv ey Ahan 
Keith Putland 
Comptroller 


KP/ jz 


P.O.BOX 33598 
STATION C 


Qroorn MAY E D 


CITIES SERVICE CHEMICALS, LTD. 
COLUMBIAN DIVISION 
755 PARKDALE AVE. NORTH 


HAMILTON, ONTARIO : tL fo, 
L8H 7M2 46 Tieden 
Vi CL. (416) 844-3343 
May 7th, 1975 


G 


The Regional Municipality of Hamtlton-Wentworth, 
25 Main Street West, 
Sutte 802, 


Hamttton, Ontarto. J Ae pas 
LeP LHL {SIF cee 
Attentton: Mrs. Anne Jones 2G a 
Attention: tims. anne Jones Bf 00 

Dear Mrs, Janes: — 


We recetved your Letter of February 10th, 1975 in 
Mid-Aprtl, informing us of the decision to inerease the 
water rate by adding a surcharge of 90%. This ts in 
addition to a 20% increase of January bet, LO75 2m the 


rw 
water rate. 


We understand this is to be offset by a reductton tin 
tax Levy; we have not received any indication of this re- 
ductton, As an industry we are a large consumer of vater, 
however only about one-third (1/3) of our water consumptton 
ps returned through the sanitary sewers and ve are taking 


steps to reduce this further. 


=) 


'°. The extra assessment charged will amount to $45,000.00 
per year, fhts ts very excessive to a small industry and 
because of competition from United States imports, we are 
not able to pass on the increase. 


We requtre some assurance from you that our taxes wtll 
be reduced by a similar amount or ve request a reduction in 
order Lo stop our manufacturing costs from Pising tog perint 
where we will no longer remain competitive. 


We were shocked and disappointed to see Regtonal 
ernment put such a heavy burden on industry, whose ex- 
ance ts essential to the community. 

Please gtve us assurance that some relief in tames or 


surcharge wtll be forthcoming. 


Very truly yours, 


- = 4 


of S 
ey ee ae 
Le ee oe 


William J. Ntehotl, 
President. 
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HAMILTON DOUBLERINK ARENAS LIMITED 
S11 BARTON STREET EAST, BAMILTON, ONTARIO 


June 26,1975 


Chairman Anne Jones 
Regional Council 

eo iat ot. West, 
Ste. S02, 

Hamilton, Ont, 

L8P 1H1 


Re: 1911 Barton St. East, Sewer Surcharge 


Dear Mrs. Jones: 


We wish to object to our sewer surcharge: It is our understanding 
that the sewer surcharge is based on water consumption which 
eventually finds itself to the sewers, 


Please be advised that 80% to 98% of our water consumption either 
evaporates (we have large condensors and water cooled compressors) 


Grows paaced on the tee and frozen, 


We would appreciate it if the council would give consideration to 
ca 
greatly reducing our sewer surcharge or eliminating it altogether, 


eo. ee 
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The Steel Company 
of Canada, Limited 


General Office 
Stelco Towe 
Hamilton, Ontario 


oe L8N 371 
July Lh 2975 (416) 528.2511 
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The Regional Municipality of Hamilton Wentworth 
Po Ok Box 1050 
HAMILTON, Ontario L8N 3R4 


ATTENTION: W. A. Wheten, Commissioner of Engineering 
Dear Mr. Wheten: 
RE: SEWER SURCHARGE 


Furchber to Mrs. Anne Jones! letter of February 10, 1975. 


i 
fs 
2) 
he) 
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We received the above letter at the same time as the April 1975 bil 
for first quarter 1975 consumption. 


Ye have had informal discussions with your people in the interim on the 
90% sewer surcharge but, must now formally request an appeal on the 
grounds that our use of public sewers is atypical. Mrs. Jones’ letter, 
of course, emphasizes recovering costs "on a user basis." We are 
installing new metering equipment and will soon have complete and 
Speciize data to support our claim. 


Yours very truly, 
THE STEEL COMPANY OF CANADA, LIMITED 


C. Dunk 
Buyer 


CDebKh 
Coens ey Menu. 
Commissioner of Finance. 
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ESSEX PACKERS LIMITED 


P.O. BOX 3000, STA. “BY” - C.P. 3000, SUCCURSALE ’'B”’ 
HAMILTON, ONTARIO, CANADA 
TELEPHONE: 418-525-5503 LBL 7X8 


sile Fy 197s. 


Mr. W. A. Wheten, 
Regional Engineer, 
71 Main St. W., 
City Hall, 
Hamilton, Ontario. 


Dear Mr. Wheten: 


Recently the Regional Government of 
Wentworth imposed a 90Z% surcharge for the use of water. It is 
my interpretation that the reason behind this was that the 
people who use the water would pay for the maintenance of the 
sewers. 


For your information, we use an enormous 
amount of water in our curing operations and our sausage kitchen 
formulations (wieners, bologna, loaves, etc.). 


We were wondering if any consideration 
could be given to the surcharge for the water that does not go 


down the sewers. 


An answer at your convenience would be 
very much appreciated. 


Yours very truly, 


ESSEX PACKERS LIMITED 


G. N. Seifried Catt & 
GNS:hb Vice“President > 
/ ‘| , 
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EFFECT OF SURCHARGE 


ON 


CERTAIN INDUSTRIES 
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INDUSTRY: Slater Steei industries Limited 
ADDRESS: 681 King Street West, Hamilton, Ont. 


319 Sherman Avenue North, Hamiton, Ont. 


TYPE OF INDUSTRY: Steel Products Manufacturing 
Assessment $674,150. 
$644,170. Sd aboot, 
Sewage charge prior to 1975 (9 mills) Sli. eoc; 
Annual water consumption 36, 848, 000 
; 260,216, 000 297, 064, 000 gals/yr. 
Present Annual Cost for Sewage Sele iste 
$74,852. $86,310. 
Increase in Cost $74,448, 
NOTE: Slater Steel claim that they lose 245,000 gals/day 


due to evaporation and steam. This is 30% of their 
gross daily water consumption. 
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INDUSTRY: Otis Elevator Company Limited 

ADDRESS: 440 Victoria Avenue North, Hamilton, Ont. 
Pyro OF INDUSTRY: Elevator Manufacturing 

Assessment: $847,870. 

Sewage charge prior to 1975 (9 mills) 57, God 

Annual water consumption 18,.840, 000 gals/yr. 
Present Annual Cost for Sewage 56,415, 
Decrease in Cost So aa tae 

HOLE: Otis Elevator are actually being charged 


less for sewage ona surcharge basis than 
on an assessment basis. 
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IN DU STRY: Dominion Foundries and Steel Limited 
ADDRESS: Burlington Street East, Hamilton, Ont. 
TYPE OF INDUSIRY: Steel Manufacturing 

Assessment: SLi, 45675 bs. 


Sewage charge prior to 1975 (9 mills) 


Annual water consumption 


Present Annual Cost for Sewage 


Increase in Cost 


a Sty feo 


4 572,372,900 gals/yr 


$1,309,901. 


oe es iar go 


NOTE: Dofasco claim that they only put 25% of their water 


consumption back into the sewers. 


They claim that 


this will be reduced to 11.9% in two years. 


37 
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ADDRESS: 
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INDUS? ky: A. Cope & Sons Limited 
ADDRESS: 1291 Upper Ottawa Street, Hamilton, Ont. 
TYPE OF IN DUSTRY: Ready Mix Concrete 
Assessment $3,880. 
ewage charge prior to 1975 (9 mills) SooL 
Annual water consumption 4,000,000 gals/yr. 
Present Annual Cost for Sewage Sl, 382. 
Increase in Cost Bay aa 7s 
Hist: This industry has only submitted a brief covering their 


operation at 1291 Upper Ottawa Street. They also have 
an office building, a quarry operation anda pipe 
nanufacturing plant which should not be adversely 
affected by the surcharge. 


They are moving their plant from this location to a 
new site in the industrial park. 
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IN DU STRY: Firestone Canada Limited 


ADDRESS: Burlington Sireet East, Hamilton, Ont. 


fe 
rd 
© 


F INDUSTRY: Tire Manufecturin 


= S056 2202 Gu Lue ak 


Assessment $2, 458, 050. 


Sewage charge prior to 1975 (93 mills) oan, 22. 


Annual water consumption 80,000, 000 gals/y 


a ae _— ew y- ae pe 3 = = w= — 
NOTE: Firestone cleim that they onl 


nie © Le 
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Canron Limited 


ADDRESS 1505 Burlington Street East, Hamilton, Ont. 
TYPE OF INDUSTRY: Foundry 
Assessment wig ie Reo se 

$229,790. S500, 540. 
Sewage charge prior to 1975 (9 mills) Sone ae. 
Annual water consumption 179,616, 000 

74, 200, 000 253,816,000 gals/yr. 
Present Annual Cost for Sewage 251,803. 
$21,646. $73,449, 

Increase in Cost $66,197. 
NOTE: Canron claim that they are dumping 445, 000 gals/day 


from the Cupola cooling water into the storm sewer. 
This is 64% of their gross water consumption. From 
our discussions with the Regional staff it would appear 
that this cooling water is going into the combined 
sewer so it is still going through the sewage treatment 
plant and being treated. 


1 
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INDUSTRY: Delta Ready imix Limited 

ADDRESS: 1875 coer Street East, Hamilton, Ont. 
TYPEOF IN DUSTRY: Ready Mix Concrete 

Assessment: Sho ye (Oil 

Sewer charge prior to 1975 (9 mills) $84. 

Annual water consumption A 276,000 gals/yr. 
Present Annual Cost for Sewage S50 

Increase in Cost Sooo. 


ic This industry is a subsidiary of S. McNally & Sons Limited 
and leases the property at 1875 Barton Street East from 
S. McNally & Sons Limited 


No brief has been submitted by S. McNally & Sons 
Limited on behalf of their office and yard operations. 
The cost to these facilities is reduced. 
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IN DUSTRY: Cities Service Chemicals, Itd. 

ADDRESS: 755 Parkdale Avenue North, Hamilton, Ont. 
EY UE OF Ti ST RY: Chemical Manufacturing 

Assessment $520,730: 

Sewer charge prior to 1975 (9 mills) $4,686. 

Annual water consumption 126,028,000 gals/yr. 
Present Annual Cost for Sewage $36,056. 

Increase in Cost tow gt 


NOTE: This industry claims it only puts one-third of its water 
back into the sanitary sewers. 
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Ree, Hamilton Doublerink Arenas Limited 
ADDRESS: 1911 Barton Street East, Hamilton, Ont. 
jeer er MWe Ry: Arenas 
Assessment . $188,600. 
Sewage charge prior to 1975 (9 mills) S 1,697.3 
Annual water consumption So. 2507 000 
269,000 10,759, 000 gals/yr. 

pane Annual Cost for Sewage o2, 209% 

See 52, 304, 
Increase in Cost Sieve. 


NOTE: The water used to make ice eventually melts and should be 
discharged to the sanitary sewer or combined sewer if no 
sanitary sewer is available. In either case the water then 
goes through the sewage treatment plant. Chis ison 
accordance withthe Hamilton Building By-Laws. 
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IN DUSTRY: Steel Company of Canada Limited 

ADDRESS: Burlington Street East, Hamilton, Ontario 
TYPe Or IN DUSIRY: Steel Manufacturing 

Assessment: S35), SoU ecole 
Sewage charge prior to 1975 (9 mills) $319,142. 

Annual water consumption 2,973, 416,000 gals/ yr. 
Present Annual Cost for Sewage SeS2, 022. 
Increase in Cost Saco, ou. 

NOTE: Stelco also take raw water 


from the low lift pumping station 
and discharge it to the harbour. 
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Essex Packers Limited 


350 Wentworth Avenue North, Hamilton, Onterio 
2 


Assessment 5 
$ 


Annual water consumption 9- 
7 


a) 
t/y 


eS 
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Present Annual Cost for 


Increase in Cost 


: $319, 365. 


$2,874. 
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IN DU STRY: Car Wash 

ADDRESS: 430 Main Street West, Hamilton, Ont. 
TYPE OF IN DUSTRY: Typical car wash 

Assessment Sh eu. 
Sewage charge prior to 1975 (9 mills) Dol. 

Annual water consumption 3,400, 000 gals/yr. 
Present Annual Cost for Sewage $1,210. 


Increase in Cost Si, bee. 


IN DUSTRY: 


ADDRESS: 


TYPE OF INDUSTRY: 
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Laundromat 
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374 King Stree 


Typical Laundromat with apartment above. 


$7,290. 


Sewage charge prior to 1975 (9 mills) $63. 


Increase in Cost 


a 
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